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would be.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Okay, so you can get 44 bushels of popped
corn from one bushel of the popcorn, popping corn.

SENATOR SCHROCK: That is correct.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: All right, now if we put one cent per bushel
on that raw product, then the consumer will not even feel it
because that would be one-fortieth of a cent, no, there are
forty bushels. The amount that the consumer would feel is so
infinitesimally small, we couldn®"t even calculate it, could we?
Would you answer that. Senator Schrock.

SENATOR  SCHROCK: Ithink you"re very correct althoughl don"t
know that you would raise much money at that rate.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: But it is a start, isn"t it?

SENATOR SCHROCK: It is a start. Just for your information, the
last time 1 went to a movie 1 think 1 paid $2.50 for a box of
popcorn and | know the raw product didn"t cost more than a
penny.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Well let me ask you a different question
then, since you raise the issue of movies. How about putting a
five cent tax on every movie ticket sold instead of taxing soda
pop?

SENATOR  SCHROCK: Ifyou would introduce that amendment 1 might
support it. Senator Chambers.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Do you think there are people who may not be
able to afford going to the movies who will nevertheless
purchase a can or a bottle of soda pop?

SENATOR SCHROCK: That"s very true. I don"t consider soda pop a
necessity of life, however. I consider it a luxury. It"s
something | enjoy and I1"1l probably continue to drink pop.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Do you consider movies a necessity of life or
a luxury?

SENATOR SCHROCK: I consider it a luxury.
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